1/30/93 



Mr. Henry Wade 
Geary, Porter & West 
One Bent Tree Tower 
16475 Dallas Parkway, #550 
Dallas, TX 75248 

Dear Henry, 

One of the reasons you have not responded to my letter of this past December can be 
that you do not want to. There can be others, of course, and it is your right not to re- 
spond if you do not want to. oo, I explain my reason for having asked you to begin with'. 

I can* t find all my notes on wliat you and Dean ^torey told me years ago. I could not 

get to see Carr and I did not want to write JaworsldL. It was more than just clear that he 

was Washington^™ in seeing to it that the TCI could amount to nothing. The notes l/did 

find have you and Storey both firm in the belief that a record was made of that 1 / 24/ 64 

session jjou Texans had with Warren and Rankin only, -^ou we re not firm in the belief that 

a transcript aa was made, you were that a record of some kind was. Storey not only believed 

.... who 

there wa3 a transcript, he told me ho had it and indicated its tliickness. Rankin, was as 
devious as I said, assured that there would he no record other than the one he later made. 

1 have it. It includes almost nothing of what happened and was said. It does include your 
saying what the Commission thereafter ignored, the reports that Oswald had some connection 
with a federal agency was not limited to the FBI and did include the CIA.. You even gave 
them a number tliat is consistent with CIA. numberings. 

The commission avoided calling Lonnie Hudkins as a witness. The FBI*s questionings 
were hardly adequate as reflected in the brief reports on it. The commission also avpided 
questioning Joe Goulden. He wrote his story long before -^onnie did. And if it would have 
been possible for the FBI to get to the root of it, it did no digging to get to that root. 

Going along with this Ranldn badmouthed you. The FBI did only a little of it, as I 
now recall limited to denying that it wanted you back and what you know about the Ecuador 
records. Sp, of course, I've been wondering why Rankin badmouthed you. The most obvious 
of the possible explanations is that he did not like wliat you told them. Ms makes me 
more interested in anything you may remember or any records you may have. Rankin saw to 
it that there would not be any real inquiry and they wound up dibing only what they decided 
to begin with would be inadequate and unacceptable, merely talcing Hoover's and KcC one's 
word. Even though Dulles told tliam that it was right, proper and necessary to lie and that 
Eh he did as CIA. director lie. Perhaps it was that he knew those under Mm did. He did 
say that he might not tell the secretary of defense the truth. 

All of this leads to the suspicion that they had some reason to credit the report 
that Oswald had liad some connection with some federal agency. They never once mentioned 
ONI even though Oswald learned Russin in the Marines. On its part ONI never conducted any 
real investigation when Oswald "defected." Even though he had an exceptionally Mgh 
security clearn jxbe not recorded on any Havy record. But I have solid pDoof it of it. 



I told you I T ve completed the draft of a very lone book. When * began it, although 
it is in the form of a book^my purpose was to make a record for our history whether or 
not it is published. 1 have no agent and I've not taken the time to try to find one. I 
have a friend who may or may not do some tiling with the book when he has the manuscript 
a few chapters of wliich remain to be retyped. The friend who is retyping it is a profes- 
sional historian who is one of two historians who are authentic subject experts. fl e is 
high on it and says it is the best book on the assassination yet. The other, also a dear 
friend, based on having read about the first third, says it should "revolutionize" 
thinking about the JFK assassination. *>o, I feel that perhaps 1 have made the record I 
wanted to make for our history. I hope it will be published but do not know if it will be. 

That boolq^is an inclusive overview that includes some of the quarter of a million 
pages of FBI records I got by all those FOIA lawsuits, among other things it proves, with 
documents, tliat there was an official conspiracy as soon as Oswald ^as dead to see to it 
that the crime would not be investigated. Top-level and completely documented. (My ehth own 
belief is tliat this could iiave been because they did not have the slightest idea what had 
happened, did know know whether they could learn, and wanted to preserve domestic tran- 
quility. Hoover was a party to it. Ilis reason could have been face-saving.) 

So I f ve turned to drafting a manuscript about Oswald tliat, whether or not it is pub- 
lished will also be a record for our history. 

I was not able to do much more on it after last writing you for a number of reasons. 
These range from the disturbances and problems caused by a furnace blowback that deposited 
a film of soot on every surface in the house and everything in it to some new medical pro- 
blems. The house lias been cleaned by a professional crew but the medical problems remain to 
be addressed. The newest is tliat I need an examination for polyps. Ordinarily tliat can be 
outpatient. Al y friend the retired local chief of police tells me it was with him and he did 
1 avo polyps removed. But my blood is so anxious to clot that my previous "outpatient" 
surgery, fof a catarct removal, had me in J ohns Hopkins for five days and it went well. No 

* UJylC.. 

complications. Only QUC-of -the- two of my numerous surgeries/ hot followed by 3ome throm- 
bosis. So, I m exploring this one slowly in the hope it can be done safely locally. There 
are also some indications of the coming need for another prostate job. The first one, also 
normally outpatient, had me confined for close to three months because of the thrombo- 
ses tliat local pjumber wont out of his way to give me. 

During these several months, hwever, I've gone over some notes, some of what I wrote 
years ago and some records. Hot continuously and not without distractions. But this review 
again focuses my interest on whtj Nankin was so lljing up on what °arr did say and why he 
vf dnt out of Ids way to badmouth you. 
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Going along with this is the lingering mystery about Yuri Nosenko. He was a KGB 
official who defected, after trying to a year earlier, in February after the JFK assassina- 
tion. There were those in the CIA who tried desperately to prevent it. They failed and he 
w<fs in Washington, being treated like a prince. Then Hosenko wqs interviewed by the FBI. 

He told it that the KGB suspected that Oswald was an American sleeper agent and had him 
under surveillance tliat included his mail when he was in {jjinsk. He also said that Oswald 
was openly anti-USSR within the USSR. When the CIA got that NosenkO''s treatment'^ from 
princely to of unprecedented bestiality. Some in the CI$ toyed with ways of killing him 
or driving hiras crazy. One left notes relating to flying him over the ocen and dropping 
him in it. This went on for three years. il o was finally cleared, paid and hired as a 
consultant. There mrer never was any reason to doubt he was agenuine defector. This and more 
1 h a ve from records I got that arc far from complete. With it I have Oswald ^ writings. 

There is no doubt he was anti-USSR and anti US Communist. Uo doubt at all! 

This, too, tends to make the report of which you knew, tliat he had had some connection 
with some agency, much more intefesting and provocative. And leads me to write you again. 

Go also does some of my work in New Orleans. I spent what time I could there trying 
to learn more about Oswald. I had no interest in Shaw. I assumed, as it turned out wrongly, 
that Garrison had a case or he'd not have filed it. Whatever Oswald was up to in New 
Orleans, he was not alone in it, as the FBI and the Commission pretend. He did not, for 
example, pick up the print job on the leaflet he distributed. The FBI and Rankin knew 
tliis and did nothing with it except obscure it and not investigate 'it. 

S 0 , again whether or not it can now be published, I'j working on a manuscript that 
will make a better record for liistory on Oswald and how tliat was handled in the official 
investigations . 

5ne mystery tliat may interest you is tliat as soon as the New Orleans FBI learned that 
the Secret Service was working on what ^ learned about Oswald not getting that print job 
himself, it contacted FBIHQ and in notime flat it got the Secret Service to lay off .There 
are other Hew Orleans mysteries, including the kidnapping of a hoy who was present when 
Oswald wa3 in Nringuier ' s store, if you remember tliat business. The boy could prove tliat 
what Bringuior testified to on when that was was false. Dating it in August, the official 
mythology, rather than in May, covered provocative activities by Oswald in the interim. I 
have this boy on tape, with his mother and the family's lawyer present, giving me an 
account of liis two weeks of captivity outdide of Garrison's jurisdiction. One of his 
captors, to make it more provocative but not necessaary an important fact, is the man who 
had recruited Oswald into the CAP and was a friend of David Ferrie's. 

Tills does not exist in any official record, not the FSlI's and not Garrison's. Is it not 
to wonder why? The kidnapped kid ignored three Garrison grand jury subpoenaes. I got the 
confidence of his parents, got G arrison tp promise to leave him alone if he spoke to me, 
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and insisted that the intervoew be in the presocno of the tally !»,». **• « «» «“ 
boy's interest and to reassure the family. I knew the boy was aay. 

I kept my word to prison. I oSS him an account of the interview and he had no 
interest in it at all. Ho also had no interest when some of his staff sought to undernone 

I,, source on this kid. I expected one of those involved in that to jump mo when I was 

arcuin:; with prison about their not keeping their word to leave these leads alone, y 

source was then a ld.d f too. 

I don't want to loavo something tanging. »hen interviewed the ldd who been lddnap- 

ped with the sanction of his parents and learned that he had been ,uestio„ed over a two- 
week -cried to did not come »P with any roeeUeetion ef what he had been asked that coulu 
have been ef inte rent to the police of two Jurisdictions who ,uestio„ed ldm. He recalled 
the chaff bat not .tot they were really interested in. I'm sure tide is because the, worke 
that in carefully and a little at a tike so he did net perceive it. Hither that or he 
foiled me. I don't believe he tod that intent but X can t rule it out. 

So. friend, have I Given you an idea of why I am interested in an, record or reeol- 

lection you my hove of that l/2«M session Bankin went to so Much trouble to keep wi .ou 

any real record of it? 

tad Why h*. saw to it ttot ho and barren only were present when you were nuestroned. 

One of the Great tragedies, to me at least, of the JFK „„„-inveati E ation as that the 
wise and experienced Senator Bussell misread BBJ's intentions in appotatane lam to the 
Commission, Bussell, who encouraged my work until las dying day, belueved and told me at 
was to keen Id. from leading the anti-civil rightd fight an the Senate. It mm* at al . 
w was trading on his and on all the other names. Be did the unprecedented. He appointed 
« overwhelming majority ef the minotity party. The two Democrats were net JFK fens. 

Bussell boiled and told me "they have not told ns all they toe. about Oswald. But was 
net there often enough to do or learn anything. «e told me he foiled Johnson tad da 
spend Ids time loading that Southern fight against ffivil rights legislation. 

Bussell dad believe, however, that Oswald was red and that is what he thought they 
were holding from him. He never defined "they" but gave me the impression at was both 
the FBI and the CIA. in his mind. 

I close with a word of friendly caution, sfme time ago several Baltimore polacemen 
who were working with a writer naned spoke to you. Idvingstono has flapped 

out and if off on the wildest canspiracy notions. He actually says that Rookutool of the 
ra is helping him. Ton know what chan®* "ookstool has of surviving in the FBI if he were 
to help disprove the FBI's story! That whole thing is liable to blow yp into a now scandal. 

So I suggest caution and not being involved in it. 

Hooks tool/., not telling me ho was FBI, was in touch with me several times several 



years ago* sauEd he was a graduate student. Wanted to come. I invited him. He never 
came. Hc ! d said lie had a ’’rare" picture of me. When he didn^t come and I saw the corres- 
pondence, I asked him for the picture, decent me a copy. I was able to identify when and 
where it was taken, wrote and asked him how he got a ffopy of that, and he never replied. 



I'd paid no attention to his address until then. It was the FBI 1 s office. 

And the FBI had not provided, that picture or any tiling related to it in response to 
my request for all information on or about me. Dallas and Los Angeles had these records* 
Neither provided anything related to i£. 

The picture was taken by a critic in his back yard the day I was able to buy a 
duplicate of that Uswald rifle. 

I hope $hc 
I'm off to 
allowed. 

I hope you 
Thanks and 



weather permits your keeping your golf game up and(get th zfc exercise, 
my predawn walking at a shopping center, almost the only exercise I'm 

nowidiave a better idea why I'm interested in that 1/24/64 session, 
best wishes, 




Harold Weisberg 



